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Americans to Testify Against U.J5. m 
Nicaraguan World G)urt Case 


By Terri Shaw 

Washington Post Foreign Service 

A former CIA analyst and an American 
law professor are scheJuled to testiF" 
a gainst ^e United States at a hearing in the 
World Court next week on Nic^aguan 
ctiargeg that Washington is violating inter- 
natii^al law by supporting rebels try ingTo 
overthrow the Sandinista government . 

Paul Reichler, a Washington lawyer rep- 
resenting Nicaragua in the case, said that 
'"old hands at the court” in The Hague be- 
lieve that it is the first time lawyers and 
witnesses have opposed their own country 
in the court. He added that American Judge 
Stephen Schwebel had voted against the 
United States in preliminary proceedings, 
another first for the court. 

The two U.S. witnesses scheduled to tes- 
tify on behalf of ^^icaragua are David I\^- 

Michael, who worked at the CIA asac^- 
tract employe from iwi to i983nhtg!Mj: 
Chnel f. Glennon, a professor at the Umver- 
sitv of Cincinnati who went to Nicaragua in 
February to investigate re ports of atrocitj^ 
bv the U.S.-supported rebels known as coiv 
tras. or counterrevolutionaries. 

Abram Chayes, a former Kennedy admin- 
istration official and professor at Harvard 
Law School who also is representing Nic- 
aragua in the case, said Managua contends 
that the United States violated international 
law by funding, organizing, controlling and 
directing the anti-Sandinista rebels. 

The lawyers said they would present ev- 
idence casting doubt on the stated U.S. rea- 
sons for backing the rebels as. well as infor- 
mation on the extent of the U.S. aid. Two 
Nicaraguan officials — Deputy Interior Min- 
ister Luis Carrion and Finance Minister 


William Hupper— also are scheduled to tes- 
tify. 

The United States withdrew from the 
case in January, saying that the court did 
not have the right to decide a political mat- 
ter. Washington also said the U.S. role in 
Central America was a matter of self-de- 
fense because Nicaragua was aiding rebels 
fighting to overthrow the government of El 
Salvador, a U.S. ally. 

Chayes said that even though the United 
States does not recognize the jurisdiction of 
the court in the case,<i decision favorable to 
Nicaragua “will be taken very serious!/* in 
Western European and Latin American 
countries whose economic and political sup- 
port is important to the Sandinistas. 

He added that although “the United 
States is not likely to change its policy” of 
opposing the Sandinistas,' that policy is “un- 
der continuous discussion” in Congress and 
among the general public and an “author- 
itative statement” by the World Court that 
the policy is illegal could affect that debate. 

Glennon, the University of Cincinnati law 
professor, said he had decided to testify for 
Nicaragua because he had found evidence of 
“terroristic violence directed against civil- 
ians” by the contras. “I have a responsibility 
to make available relevant information in my 
possession,” he added, saying this was “in the 
highest tradition of the American people.” 

Two days before Nicaragua presented its 
case to the court in April of last year, the 
United States— anticipating the move— de- 
clared that it would not accept the court's 
jurisdiction over U.S. actions in Central 
America for the next two years. It contin- 
ued to be represented, however, by a State 
Department legal adviser. 


A month after f^icaragua brought the 
case, the World Court, formally known as 
the International Court of Justice, voted to 
urge the United States to stop mining Ni- 
caraguan harbors and to end all activities 
that jeopardize Nicaragua's “sovereignty 
and independence.” 

Judge Schwebel voted with the rest of the 
court on the first part but dissented in the 
second. 

In November, the court rejected the U.S. 
argument that it lacked jursidiction in the 
case, opening the way for the hearings on 
the merits that begin Thursday. 

In January, the United States announced 
that it was withdrawing from the case, say- 
ing, “The conflict in Central America ... is 
not a narrow legal dispute; it is an inherent- 
ly political problem that is not appropriate 
for judicial resolution.” 
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